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or gastrointestinal influenza, or any irritant poison, which
would include arsenic. Assuming a fatal dose of arsenic was taken
at or about half-past five in the afternoon, I think it would be
exceedingly unlikely that the person would be likely to be able to eat
dinner at half-past seven. The vomiting would be delayed, of
course, for some hours, particularly if it is taken on a full
stomach. But there would be some nausea, some feeling of sick-
ness, some time before the vomiting.
By Mr. justice darling—Is there anything in what Mr.
Martin describes from which you could say he had not taken
arsenic at tea time?—There is a symptom which is decidedly
against it. That is the fact that he returned to work in, I think,
four or five days, and I think a person who had taken a fatal
dose of arsenic would be exceedingly unlikely to return to work
after so short an interval, the constitutional disturbance would
be too great. I think it would take at least a fortnight before
he got over it sufficiently to return to work.
Examination continued—I have heard that the vomit was
offensive at the beginning. There is nothing in an arsenical vomit
to make it offensive, rather the reverse. I have also heard that a
small quantity, l/33rd of a grain, was found in Mr. Martin's
urine in a sample taken on the 30th October. I also heard the
evidence in regard to what he was given in the way of medicine.
First of all, with regard to the bismuth, samples of bismuth may
contain a considerable amount of arsenic. By a considerable
amount I mean there is a case on record where a medicinal bis-
muth contained Ai per cent, of ordinary white arsenic* It
was very bad bismuth. It is one of the cases quoted in Witthaus.
During the war there was impure bismuth. A good deal of it
was imported from America. As to how it got on to the market
I cannot say, or whether it actually got on the market I do not
know. Before the war it used to come from Germany. The same
remarks apply to sulphate of magnesia, but it does not contain
nearly so much. As regards the way in which the sample was
taken, I should say that the sample was not taken in a scientific
way at all. In the first place, I heard that the bottle previously con-
tained peroxide of hydrogen. Arsenic is a constant impurity of
peroxide of hydrogen. Assuming that there was any arsenic in the
bottle, the washing that I have heard described would not neces-
sarily remove it. It is conceivable that it migEt under certain con-
ditions. The proper way would be to go to a laboratory and
get an arsenic-free bottle. If that were impossible, then the bottle
should be washed with arsenic-free acid. It ought to be then
thoroughly washed out with distilled water and tested for arsenic,
It should be taken by the doctor to the patient, and the urine
should be passed in his presence. The washing water should be
sent to the analyst at the same time as the sample of urine was
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